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Preparation Plan for the Klamath River Management Plan/EIS

1. Introduction and Background

This planning effort is being undertaken becauise the current recregtion plan is outdated, dmost
20 years old (completed in 1983 by the Medford Didtrict). There are now overlapping
jurisdictions and designations which did not exist 20 year ago. At the conclusion of this
planning effort there will be one EIS and management plan that will guide and coordinate dl
land management activities dong theriver. ThisEIS could amend both the BLM Redding
(Cdifornia) and the Klamath Falls (Oregon) Resource Management Plans.

PecifiCorp is beginning the FERC rdicensing process for their Klamath River projects (Big

Bend #2082 - which includes the John C. Boyle Darm/power plant) - and the new river plan will
be used by PecifiCorp as part of their gpplication to FERC. This plan will identify resource
concerns that need to be considered during the relicensing process. Completion of the proposed
river plan is anticipated by 2003, and the FERC rdicensing in 2006.

The Proposed Planning Area

The proposed Klamath River Management planning areais from the John C. Boyle Dam (in
Oregon) to the to the dack water of Copco Reservoir in Cdifornia. The Oregon portion of the
planisabout 13 miles long and encompasses about 6000 acres of public lands. The Cdifornia
river segment is about 5 milesin length and encompasses about 200 acres of public lands.

The proposed project is within Klamath County, Oregon and Siskiyou County Cdifornia. The
project is about 25 miles southwest of Klamath Fals, Oregon.

In 1990, the BLM completed an Eligibility and Suitability Study Report for the Upper Klamath
River. Thisriver sudy divided theriver into 3 segments.  The river study report dso
determined the outstandingly remarkable vaues for each river ssgment. The proposed planning
areafor the EISis based on the river segments and the Area of Critica Environmenta Concern
(ACEC) designated under the Klamath Falls Resource Management Plan. For the purposes of
this planning effort, this river has been divided into three segments.
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River Description Designations Miles
Segment #
1 from JC Boyle Dam to powerhouse none 2
from powerhouse to OR/CA line ACEC (rim to rim) 1
2

OR State Scenic Waterway
(V4m)*
Wild & Scenic River (1/4 m)*

3 from OR/CA lineto slack water of found to be eligible and 5
Copco Reservoir suitable for inclusion into the
WSR system. No designation
but under interim WSR Mgt.

* 1/4 mile each side of theriver

Segment 1

This segment was found not to be digible or suitable for incluson into the wild and scenic river
system. However, this segment does possess recregtion, wildlife, fishery, and visua qudlity
aspects that need to be considered in the overal planning of the river sysem.

Segment 2

This segment of the river had resource va ues identified which are associated with the three
designations (mentioned in table above). These important vaues are: Recreation, wildlife, fish,
prehigtoric, higtoric, scenic, and Native American tradition use.  These values need to be
protected or enhanced when considering land management practices or resource activities. The
resource vaues are sgnificant beyond the 1/4 mile boundaries. Therefore this plan will andlyze
these vaues from rim-to-rim within the river canyon.

Segment 3

A 1990 Find Eligibility and Suitability Report for the Upper Klamath Wild and Scenic River
Study (by BLM) found this segment to be digible and suitable for inclusion into the Nationd
Wild and Scenic River System. Congress has the authority to make determination on whether
this river ssgment should be included into the nationd wild and scenic river sysem. No
designation has been made at the time of this scoping document. This river segment is under
interim management until a decison on designation is made.

The public comments from the 1990 river sudy stated thet the river’ s values do not stop at the
border but rather continue to Copco Reservoir. This study identified the following outstandingly
remarkable vaues for this segment: recreation, wildlife, fish, hitoric, and scenic. These vaues
are to be protected or enhanced when considering land management practices or resource
activities.
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Klamath Falls Resource Area (KFRA), of the Lakeview Didtrict, administers federaly
owned BLM lands within the Klamath River Canyon from John C. Boyle Dam to Copco Lake,
Cdifornia. Management of the Cdifornia section is by Memorandum of Understanding (MQOU)
with the BLM Redding Fidd Office (dated 10/05/94). An additiond MOU, affirming a policy of
cooperation and coordination among the BLM, landowners and other public agenciesis currently
in place (dated 4/25/91). The MOU iswith Pacific Power and Light, Oregon Department of Fish
and Wildlife, Cdifornia Department of Fish and Game, Weyerhaeuser Company (as assigned to
U.S. Timberlands Services Co. LLC) and the BLM. It establishes a mechanism for coordinating
land management programs and planning among cooperating parties. The KFRA, BLM
manages severd recregtion Sites, and issues and monitors specid recreetion permits for
commercid white water rafting dong this section of theriver.

Year Significant Actionsrelated to Klamath River

1969 The Oregon Scenic Waterways Act (ORS 390.805 to 390.925), administered under the authority of
the Oregon State Parks and Recreation Department (OPRD), is a state-wide law for river

conservation that was established by avotein 1969. The Oregon Scenic Waterways System was
established through the Scenic Waterways Act.

1983 BLM devel oped guidance for management of recreation resources in the Recreation Area
Management Plan for the Klamath River Special Recreation Management Area.

1988 In October 1988, the Oregon Omnibus Rivers Act directed the BLM to complete an Eligibility and
Suitability Report for the Upper Klamath Wild and Scenic River Study Report for possibleinclusion
into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. Thisreport was completed in 1990.

1988 In November 1988, Ballot Measure 7 was passed in Oregon, adding, among other rivers, the upper
Klamath River (from the John C. Boyle Dam Powerhouse to the Oregon-California state line and 1/4
mile in width from the ordinary high water mark on each bank) to the Oregon Scenic Waterways
System. OPRD has primary administrative responsibility for Oregon Scenic Waterways and explicit
authority to regulate land use. OPRD has adopted general rules of land management applicableto all
scenic waterways. Specific rules are adopted for individual scenic waterways. There are currently
no specific rules set forth for the upper Klamath Scenic Waterway.

1990 The BLM Eligibility and Suitability Report for the Upper Klamath Wild and Scenic River Study was
sent to Congress. This study report recommended that segments of the Upper Klamath River be
included into the national wild and scenic river system.  Thisreport identified an 11 mile segment
in Oregon and 5 mile segment in Californiaas eligible and suitable for inclusion into the national
wild and scenic river system.

1994 In response to areguest by Oregon Governor Barbara Roberts to designate the Klamath River under
Section 2 (a) (ii) of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, the National Park Service undertook a
Klamath Wild and Scenic River Eligibility Report and Environmental Assessment. The
recommendations from this report were forwarded to Interior Secretary Bruce Babbitt. In
September, 1994, the Upper Klamath River (11 mile segment) from the John C. Boyle Powerhouse to
the Oregon-California state line was designated as a state-administered component of the National
Wild and Scenic River system pursuant to Section 2 ()(ii) of the National Wild and Scenic River
Act.
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Year Significant Actions related to Klamath River

1995 The federal lands along upper Klamath River are currently managed under the KFRA Resource
Management Plan (RMP) and Environmental Impact Statement (1995). The RMP designated an 11

mile segment of theriver (rim to rim aong the river corridor) from John C Boyle powerhouse to the
Oregon-California state lineasan ACEC.

The above mentioned existing management plans, rules, laws, and guiddines will continue to
provide management direction for the Wild and Scenic Upper Klamath River until anew river
management plan is developed to address specific resource concerns.

2. Planning Issues and Management Concerns

This plan is being prepared in cooperation with the BLM Redding Fidd Office. The Klamath
Fdls Resource Area has the lead respongibilities for the development of the plan while the
Redding Field Office will provide staff support when necessary.  Public scoping documents
were sent to the public in northern Cdifornia and southern Oregon.  Public scoping meetings
were held in Yreka, Cdiforniaand Klamath Falls, Oregon. Scoping and consultation was
completed with the Y urok, Hupa, Karuk, and the Klamath Tribes. Public scoping was aso
completed with the Shasta Nation (not afederaly recognized Tribe).

Informa consultations with the USFWS have been initiated to review T& E species concerns that
may be associated with the land management practices proposed in EIS.

The ligt of ggnificant issuesis based upon public and agency comments received during the
scoping period that closed on January 31, 2001. A detall listing of issues can befound in
Attachment 1. Thefollowingisalist of Significant Issues that have been recommended by the
interdisciplinary team.

Scenic River and ACEC Values
Protection and Enhancement of these vaues are the primary objectives of this plan. Specifics
about these values are mentioned below.

Scenic Quality

One of the ORVsidentified isfor the river’s scenic qudities.  The congderation of new
recregtiond facilities, fudl loading, prescribed fire, utility development, and roads, could impact
visua resources. How to maintain or enhance scenic quditiesis amanagement concern.

Recreation Activities

A primary recregtiond useiswhite water rafting below the John C. Boyle Powerhouse. The
white water rafting opportunities are dependent on the timing and amount of river flow released
by PecifiCorp. The outstandingly remarkable value was identified as an issue because if the
current flow is changed significantly, the white water rafting could be reduced.

Diversty of other recreationa activities (both on/off river) isanissue. Recreation use could dso

increase the number of access points to the river causing damage to riparian and upland habitat
and ggnificant culturd Stes.
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Recredtiond Carrying Capacity: Thisissue could affect the recrestion user experience within the
river canyon. Carrying capecity regarding white water rafting and camping would be the mgor
concern, athough carrying capacity for other recreationa activities (fishing, hiking, OHV use,
etc.) will o need to be identified. Due to the many commercid white water rafting permit
requests received and concerns regarding the carrying capacity on the Upper Klamath River, the
BLM issued a moratorium in 1996, freezing the number of river permitsissued. Thiswas an
effort to reduce potential impacts to other resources. Thereis aso concern regarding the
increased number of other recreation uses within the river corridor.  Thisriver plan will evduate
the carrying capacity, including the number of permitted rafters, relative to potentia impactson
the outstandingly remarkable vaues.

Recreation Facilities

Associated with the recrestiond carrying capacity issue is the improvement or congtruction of
new recregtiond facilitiesaong theriver. Some of these new projects could affect the integrity
of culturd resources and fish habitat. Proposed trails could lead to increased use within the river
corridor. There will be aneed to evauate the potertia for remova or relocation of facilitiesto
reduce impacts to other resources. Recreationa structures are also experiencing increased
vanddism and vegetation is being damaged by the public.

Roads and Access:

There are numerous roads within the river canyon. BLM has closed a number of these roads via
barriers to protect cultura resources and reduce erosion, but many closures are no longer
effective. Thereisa concern that OHV activity has led to some increased erosion and
sedimentation into the river. Roads and access has lead to OHV damage to significant
prehistoric and historic sites and Native American traditiond use areas. Road location has dso
contributed to increased erosion which could be corrected. These are continuing problems that
would need to be evauated and addressed in the plan.  Thereis public interest in driving for
pleasure and this would be andyzed in the river plan to provide for this type of recreationa use.

Cultural Resources/Prehistoric Sites

The Klamath River Canyon has many culturd sites. Severd of these locations receive intensive
recrestion use, resulting in damage to the gtes. The river plan would identify ways to reduce
recreation/cultura use conflicts. A monitoring plan would be developed to help protect against
vandalism and looting of sgnificant Sites. The issue of interpretation and protection of pre-
higtoric or historic sites would have to be thoroughly thought out to reduce vanddism and
increase public awareness to prevent damage from occurring to sengitive cultural aress.

Native American Traditional Uses

Native Americans have used the river canyon for thousands of years. The canyon is spiritudly
ggnificant to triba members. Theriver canyon is aso a source for food gathering. Roads and
access has lead to OHV damage to Native American traditional use areas. Concerns regarding
access for triba members and conflicts with OHV activity would be addressed inthisplan.  This
plan would also consider how forest health management practices and prescribed fire could help
maintain food gathering aress.

October 2001 - Page 7



Upper Klamath River M anagement Plan/El S - Preparation Plan

Historic Sites
Higtoric Stes are rgpidly deteriorating and have been vanddized. Management concerns exist
on how to manage these structures.

Watershed Values

TheKlamath River (in the planning areg) is listed as “water qudity limited” in accordance with
Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. It has been listed due to impacts of nutrients and elevated
stream temperatures on beneficid uses such as habitat for threatened and endangered fish

poecies. Water quality aso affects values, such as recreation, for which the river was designated
a State Scenic Waterway and Nationd Wild and Scenic River. This plan needsto identify
possible ways of protecting and enhancing water quaity within the planning corridor in support

of other resource vaues. Management concerns about eroson caused by roads, water flows,
riparian vegetation, and watershed processes would be addressed in the plan.

Wildlife And Fisheries

Wildife

There are threatened and endangered (i.e. bald eagle, peregrine falcon) and specia status species
(western pond turtle, Townsend big-eared bat, white headed woodpecker, etc.) that use the river
corridor. Habitat for these species would be evauated to determine the type of management
needed to protect or enhance the surviva of these species. This plan would aso address unique
wildlife habitat such as big game winter habitat and oak woodlands.  The impacts from wildlife
habitat enhancement projects to scenic values and impacts to wildlife from other resource
management practices will aso be addressed.

Fisheries

Fisheriesis one of the outstandingly remarkable values (ORV) for which the Klamath River was
designated awild and scenic river. Management concerns deal with the endangered (T&E) Lost
River and shortnose suckersthat use the river. The planning areais within the historic range of
T&E listed threastened coho sdlmon.  There are management concerns dealing with resident and
anadromous fish passagein the river. The river has been designated as a wild rainbow trout
fishery. There are dso recreationd trout fishing concerns surrounding the lack of large fish
within the river. There is evidence that the water pesking (repetitious high flows), which
optimizes generation of power from J.C. Boyle's Dam, impacts the agquatic habitat for fisheries
on the gtretches analyzed under thisplan.  There may be opportunities to improve fish habitat.
There is speculation that the variaion in water flows (for power generation) may affect the sze
of fish.

Fire And Fuds

Heavy fue loads exist on forested lands in the river canyon. Historicaly, lightning occurrence
has been high in this area, and, given the steep terrain, any fire occurrence could become aforest
stand replacing event. Past examples are the Big Bend and J.C. Boylefires (in the 1980's).
This plan would address needs for effective fue reduction trestments.  The potentia |oss of

river canyon scenic characterigtics to wildfire would be evduated in this plan. This plan would
evauate management concerns regarding fuel types and level of trestments necessary to protect
or enhance the outstandling remarkable val ues.
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Vegetation And Biological Diversity

V egetation manipulation would be consdered in this plan when it could maintain or enhance
wildlife and fish habitat, scenic quality, or Native American traditiona use areas (food
gathering). This plan would evauate how the vegetation would be managed in the short and
long-terms, including control or eradication of exotic or noxious weed species.

Air Quality

The plan will likely propose fue trestment to enhance wildlife habitat and reduce the potentia

for catastrophic wildfires. Planned prescribed fires need to be consstent with the Federal Clean
Air Act. The andyds should identify what effect actions would have on air qudity.

Socio-Economics

Potential management actions would have an effect on the local and perhaps regiond economy.
The andys's needs to consder impacts to individuas, businesses (including permitted ouitfitters),
tribes, minority populations and low-income populations.

PacifiCorp’s Power Generating Facilities

PecifiCorp is licensed to operate a series of hydroelectric power generation facilities on the
Upper Klamath River. The plan needs to identify the impacts this operation has on the resource
vaues of the canyon.

Land Tenure/Private Land

PacifiCorp isthe mgor private landowner in the planning area. PacifiCorp has requested, in
writing, that BLM explore the possibility of land tenure adjustments during the devel opment of
the EIS. A map was submitted to BLM identifying PacifiCorp lands to be consdered for a
possible land trade, acquisition, or BLM and PacifiCorp mutualy beneficid land management
arrangement. BLM would need to determine the resource vaues of the PacifiCorp lands in order
to address the resource values associated with recreationa use, access, pre-historic and historic
gtes, Native American traditional uses, fish, and wildlife on the lands they have identified.

This plan would aso address issues surrounding the management role the State of Oregon hason
private lands within the Oregon Scenic Waterway. There are management concerns surrounding
how the federd government can ensure adequate recregtiona accessto theriver if it doesn't own
the land. Oregon State Scenic Waterway adminidrative rules for the Klamath River would be
developed and made part of the river plan.

Grazing
Issues regarding livestock grazing would be evauated with the recregtion, culturd, riparian and
wildlife habitat management concerns.

Cumulative | mpacts

Proposed actions cold not only affect resources within the canyon but could also impact the
surrounding environment, epecialy when combined with other management actions on public
and private land.
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3. Preliminary Planning Criteria

The planning criteriawould be focused on the outstandingly remarkable vaues for the scenic
river and ACEC designaions in Oregon and the outstandingly values identified in the Klamath
Resource Area Resource Management Plan (RMP) in Oregon.  The river plan would aso focus
on the Desired Future Conditions established for the outstandingly remarkable values.

Resource data and values would need to be determined on the PacifiCorp lands that have been
included in the EIS planning area. There are over 9,000 acres of PacifiCorp lands that ded with
land tenureissues.  PecifiCorp has asked BLM to consider their lands in an exchange, purchase,
or long term land management agreement scenarios.

Wild and Scenic River (WSR) and ACEC Values

WSR ACEC
Segment 2 ORVs  Values
Scenic X X
Recreation X X
Wildife X X
Fish X X
Prehigtoric X X
Higtoric X X
Native American X X

Traditiond Use

Segment 3 (Interim Management)
Scenic X
Recreation X
Wildife X
Fish X
Higtoric X

4. Data and GIS Needs, Including Data I nventory

The GIS data needs will be developed by the Klamath Falls Resource Area and coordinated with
the Redding Fidd Office saff. The GIS datawill then be given to OSO cartography to findize
for the EIS document and printing. There would be instances where the Oregon or Cdifornia
State Offices aff will need to be contacted to provide guidance to the field officesin

preparation of the GIS data. The themes needed for the plan would be for:

Generd location map of the Upper Klamath River

The Klamath River Planning Area Boundary (color map)
Upper Klamath River Power Site Withdrawas

Panning Area Land Ownership

Regiond Transportation and Major Population Centers
Access Roads and Recregtion Sites
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Vegetation (including noxious weeds and specid status species)
Visua Resource Categories

Hydrology (streams, springs, €tc)

Fud Types

Prescribed Fire and Fuel Treatment Aress

Grazing Allotments and Wild Horse Herd Management Aress
Criticd Deer Winter Range and Peregrine Falcon Habitat Areas
Historic Site Areas

There exigs extengve information on wildlife and archeologica Sites dong theriver.
Additiona data collection needs necessary for completion of this plan will be:

Inventory Task TimeFrame
Trangportation inventory Field Season 2001
Herptile Survey Field Season 2000-2001
Vegetation Inventory Field Season 2001-2002
Fuds Inventory Fal/Winter 2001-2002
Recrestion Use Survey Field Season 2002*
Scenic Qudity Survey Field Season 2002*

*Thisinventory information will be requested under FERC relicensing for PacifiCorp to
complete between John C Boyle Dam to the Copco |1 Reservoir.  Thisinformation is not
critical for theriver plan development, but would be used for recregtion Ste enhancement
or development.

Information will be gathered for developing awater qudity restoration plan which would be
findized after Oregon and Cdifornia determine the Total Maximum Dally Loads for the

Klamath River. The TMDLs are expected to be completed in 2004. Currently, there are
Aquatic Conservation Strategy, the Klamath Falls Resource Management Plan best management
practices, and the Topsy-Pokegama Watershed Assessment to guide water quality management
until awater quaity restoration plan is devel oped.

An ar resources management plan would be developed for future prescribed burnsin the river
corridor and included as part of the River PlavEIS.  This plan would utilize satellite imagery to
determine vegetation types which would be used to estimate fudl loads. Prescribed fire units
would aso be proposed within the Klamath River Canyon and smoke management concerns
would be addressed in the proposed air resources management plan.

Budget needs for data collection would be for satdllite imagery only.  All work months would be
covered out of the base budget.

Data Need FY Cost
Satellite Imagery 02 $ 5,000
$ 5,000
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5. Participantsin the Process

Aninterdisciplinary team (IDT) has been established conssting of ateam leader, wildlife,
fisheries, botany, archaeology, recregtion, hydrology, and planning specidists. An Interagency
Review Group comprised of representatives from county, state, and federal agencies has been
created to ensure that the project complies with regulatory processes in Cdiforniaand Oregon.
The Upper Klamath Basin Subcommittee of the Klamath Provincid Advisory Committee was
crested to provide advice and assist the IDT by gathering information from privete river users,
local private landowners and other interested parties to be used throughout the river planning
process.

The Oregon Parks and Recreation Department is a cooperative agency in the preparation of this
document, asisthe BLM/Redding Field Officein Cdifornia. The proposed project isfor the
BLM/Klamath Falls Resource Areato prepare an ACEC/River Management Plan and
Environmenta Impact Statement for the Klamath River project area. For this River Management
Plan and EIS, the State of Oregon has indicated that they would prepare achapter in the EIS
document that would be the management plan for the State Scenic Waterway.

A detall listing of the BLM River Plan IDT team, the Upper Klamath Basin Subcommittee of the
Klamath Provincid Advisory Committee, and the Interagency Review Group can be foundin
Appendix 4. Thefollowing diagram illudtrates the interaction of the three groupsinvolved in

the planning process.
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KLAMATH RIVER PLAN PROCESS

Subcommittee of the
Klamath PAC

Interagency Review
Group

Klamath National Forest Teri Raml - (Members)

Oregon Parks & Recreation ( ) Klamath Falls < > -:inw_mn_mcn;f]s_al Interests

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 5 = e‘m‘ezrl__mn ourism

Klamath County Field Manager -USFWS

Siskiyou County -Iilamath County

California Fish & Game -Siskyou County

California Dept. of Water Resources AN -Other Interests

Bureau of Land Management . . .

Others ( Advisory, Sounding Board, and
(Regulatory) Recommendations to BLM)

A 4

River Plan ID Team

-IDT Leader
-Program Coordinator (ORPD)
-Outdoor Rec. Planner
-River Ranger

-Fisheries Biologist
-Wildlife Biologist
-Hydrologist

-Fire Ecologist

-Planner

-Archeologist

-Dist. Hydrologist

-Law Enforcement

(These Folks Do the Work)
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6. Format and Process for the Plan

Thisriver plan will be developed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act and
will adhere to 43 CFR 1610, Resource Management Planning Guidance. An environmental
impact statement (EIS) will be prepared to andyze various actions and provide the basis for a
decision on future management of the area. A separate Record of Decision will be prepared for
thefind EIS.

Scoping

Following issuance of the Notice of Intent (November 27, 2000), a public Scoping Document
was mailed to various public and agency representatives for their review and response. Public
Scoping meetings were held in Yreka, Cdiforniaand Klamath Fals, Oregon to receive
comments and identify issues. The scoping was based the protection and enhancement of
outgtandingly remarkable vauesidentified for the Klamath River inclusion into the national wild
and scenic river system.  The Klamath Falls Resource Area Management Plan dso designated
vaues for desgnating the Klamath River Canyon as an Area of Criticad Environmental Concern
(ACEC). Seealig of these vauesin the “ Prdiminary Planning Criterid’ section.

Significant 1ssues have been identified from the comments received during this scoping period.
Desired future conditions of resource values need to be developed for this plan. Significant
issues will be used to formulate dternative management strategies for achieving these desred
conditions. A full ligt of issuesisincuded in Attachment 1 of this preparation plan.

Initial Plan/El S Alter natives

Alternative 1 - Existing Management — Thisisthe no action dternative. There would be
minimal change from the direction in the existing Klamath Falls and Redding Resource Area
Management Plans. The mgor gods of this dternative are to:
-Maintain a naturaly spawning resdent fish population both in terms of catch rate and
reproduction.
-Maintain and improve existing water quality in accordance with Oregon and Cdifornia
Tota Maximum Dally Loads.
-Maintain the current wildlife surveys and provide limited habitat improvement.
-Maintain exigting recreation opportunities and facilities.
-Manage visua resources for Visua Resource Management ClasslI.
-Manage and protect known pre-hitoric/historic Stes and Native American Traditiond use
areas.  Culturd inventories will be completed when a ground- disturbing project is proposed
within the planning area.

Alternative 2 - Improvement of Resour ces and Oppor tunities— This dternetive was
developed in response to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act direction to manage and resolve
conflicts with the outstandingly remarkable vaues (ORVS). The objective of this dternaive
would be to maintain the ORV's while resolving resource management conflicts.  The mgor
gods of thisdternative are to:

- Enhance resident fish pecies habitat within specific areas of the Klamath River.
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-Implement Site- Specific watershed restoration projects to improve fishery and wildlife
habitat objectives.

-Survey for specid datus wildlife species over present levels. Habitat improvements would
occur on vegetative types for the benefit of wildlife species

-Relocate recreetion facilities to minimize impacts to other resource vaues.

-Enhance scenic quality by reducing fudl loads to decrease potential occurrence of stland
replacing or catastrophic wildfires.

-Develop gte stabilization measures to reduce erosion processes

-Egtablish an active cultura survey program to increase knowledge of sgnificant pre-historic
dtes. Establish a monitoring program to enhance cooperation and information sharing of
cultura resources with dl the interested Tribes.

Alternative 3 - Natural Resour ce Enhancement/Restor ation/Pr eser vation — Public scoping
comments received suggested managing the Klamath River Canyon in amore natura condition.
The objective of this dternative would enhance natural resource related ORVs while resolving
resource management conflicts.  The mgor gods of this dternative are to:
- Restore passage and habitat for resident and anadromous fish species dong the full length of
the planning area.
-Implement watershed restoration projects to actively pursue Aquatic Conservation Strategy
objectives.
-Emphasize inventory and monitoring of specid status species.  Restore natura ecosystemns
using management techniques available. Greater emphasize would be placed on providing
suitable wildlife habitat.
-Actively use prescribed fire and other management techniques to reduce the threet of
wildfire to protect and enhance scenic qudlity.
-Pursue recreationa development to enhance non-motorized and primitive recreationd
opportunities.
-Use vegetative treatments and prescribed fire to enhance Native American Traditional use
food gathering aress.
-Restore higtoric structures where possible.
-Work with private landowners to minimize the visud affect of their management activities
and gtructures. Make modifications to existing structures and projects to lessen negative
visud effects.

Alternative 4 - Expand Human Use Opportunities— Numerous public Scoping comments
recelved identified a need for an dternative with arecreation emphasis.  This dternative would
protect and enhance resource vaues within the river corridor with an emphasisfor utilizing
resources for recregtion, including interpreting wildlife and culturd resources, while restoring
resources to more natura conditions. The mgor goas of thisdterndive areto:
-Develop aplan with loca law enforcement and private landowners for reducing vandaism
and unregulated target shooting and OHV use.
-Enhance fisheries habitat to provide increased recregtiond fishing opportunities.
-Implement campground site plans to reduce erosion and road rutting, and protect riparian
areas. This could include surfacing the existing campground access road and rel ocation of
campsites. Provide non-motorized trail opportunities for campers to access fishing and
svimming aress.
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-Monitor dispersed camping and picnicking aress to determine if additiond facility
development or management actions are needed to reduce resource impacts.

-Congtruct ariver-hiking trail syslem that would tie to the Pecific Crest Trail in the Cascade-
Siskiyou National Monument. Improve hiking trails to access fishing Stes and scouting
white-water rafting rapids.

-Partner with landowners and stakeholders to do maintenance to main roads throughout the
planning area and reduce OHV damage.

-Close unnecessary or duplicate roads to motorized vehicles and rehabilitate these roads.

- Pursue an intensive fuels management program throughout the planning area, with particular
risk reduction focus on popular recregtion aress, trails, and roads.

- Manage wildlife populations and habitats for vishility to public users. Artificid nest
Sructures and watchable wildlife programs would maximize the viewing plessure.

-Provide an active cultural environmental education and interpretation program for recrestion
users to reduce vandalism and encourage respect

I nter nal Review Process

Both the interdisciplinary team of specidists (ID Team) and the Sub-PAC committee have been
involved in the Klamath River Plan scoping process and reviewed the significant issues and
provided input in the development of the draft dternatives. The ID Team will prepare the
andysis of dternatives for incorporation into the DEIS document. A preiminary review copy of
the Draft EIS will be sent to the OR/WA and CA BLM State Offices, Interagency Review
Group, and the PAC Subcommittee for review. Coordination with OR/WA Cartography (OR
957.2) will occur periodicdly to review map products. Review comments will be incorporated
into an officid copy of the Draft EIS.

7. Plan Preparation Schedule

Preparation of thisriver plan isintended to be about an 30-month process (started October,
2000). The plan isintended to be completed so that the management actions can be considered
in the upcoming FERC relicensing (FERC) process for PecifiCorp facilities located within the
river corridor. The following table presents estimated dates for completion of key task items.
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SCHEDULE FOR RIVER PLAN

Klamath River ACEC/River Management Plan Environmental Impact Statement

Post-Scoping Phase Timeframe for Completion

Date

Item

April, 2001

Draft EISOutline

May, 2001

Analysis of the Management Situation

May, 2001

Finalize Alternative Framework

May-June, 2001

Brief Redding, Medford Offices on PacifiCorp Land Tenure

June-August, 2001

Brief Klamath Falls Resource Area (KFRA) ID Team and District Office

July, 2001

Revision of Pre-Plan, Submitted to OSO, Redding RA

July, 2001

Brief PAC Sub-Committee on Pre-Plan

July-August, 2001

Meet County Commissionersif not at June PAC Sub-Committee Meeting to update on
plan

July -August, 2001

Field Data Collection, identification of Alternative Actions

July-August, 2001

Field trips, river trips or meetingswith KFRA ID Team, PAC Sub-Committee,
Interagency Review Group

August, 2001

Brief Interagency Review Group (In conjunction with FERC Interagency Group)

August, 2001

Newsletter/Update to Public (Redding RA reviews prior to mailing)

September, 2001

Finalize Details of Alternatives

September, 2001

Brief Redding RA & OR and CA State Offices on River Plan on Alternatives (esp.
Land Tenure)

October-December, 2001

Prepare ACEC/River Plan (Pre-) DEIS (includes monitoring plan)

January, 2002

Brief California Delegation— Herger’s Staff, Siskiyou County Farm Bureau, etc. on
river plan

January, 2002

Klamath Falls and Redding Resource Area Review of Pre-DEIS

February, 2002

Interagency Review Group and PAC Subcommittee Review of Pre-DEIS

February, 2002

PAC Sub-Committee & Oregon and California State Office Briefing on River Plan

February-March, 2002

OR & CA State Office review of ACEC/River Plan Pre-DEIS

April, 2002

Revise DEIS

April, 2002

Prepare contract for printing of DEIS

April, 2002

Prepare Federal Register Notice regarding DEIS available for public review

May, 2002

DRAFT EIS Published, sent to public for 90 day review period

Summer, 2002

Public meetings & Field Reviews on DEISin Klamath Falls, OR and Yreka, CA.

August, 2002

DRAFT Comment Period Ends

September, 2002

Evaluate Public Comments

October-December, 2002

Prepare FEIS
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November, 2002 | PAC Sub-Committee and Interagency Review Group meetings on FEIS

December, 2002 | Newsletter/Update to Public

January, 2003 | BLM State Office and KFRA review of ACEC/River Plan Pre-FEIS

January-February, 2003 | Finalize EIS w/Response to Comments

March, 2003 | OR and CA BLM State Office Review of Final EIS

March, 2003 | Prepare Federal Register Notice for FEIS notice for public review

March, 2003 | Contract issued for printing of FEIS

April, 2003 | Find EI'S Published and distributed for public comment

8. A Public Participation Plan

A public participation plan, intended to provide opportunities for the public to meaningfully
participate in and comment on the proposed Upper Klamath River Management Plan (CFR 43,
Chapter 11, 1610.2) and associated environmenta impact statement, has been prepared. This
plan would adhere to the CEQ 40 CFR and WSR manua requirements for public participation
and outreach. Meetings would be held with OR/CA BLM s&ffs, locd, state and other federa
agencies and Native American Indian Tribes, the Klamath Provincid Advisory Committee, and
Klamath and Siskiyou County Commissioners to share information on the proposed action
throughout each mgjor step of the analysis process. Many of the meetings have dready
occurred.  The public participation plan is intended to address public involvement during the
initid scoping phase which incudes identification of planning issues, dternatives and work
scopes for analysis of dternatives to be documented in a draft environmenta impact statement
(See Attachment 2). Newdetters or mailings to the public will be sent periodicaly to update
them on theriver plan. Newdetters and documents related to the river plan will be posted on the
Lakeview Digrict Web page.

9. Budget

Additional funds would be necessary to complete the preparation of thisriver plan.  The funds
requested would be for labor; dl other funds for printing, data collection, Federal Register
Notices, travel and support costs will be covered out of the Lakeview Didtrict base budget.
PecifiCorp has committed to assst in funding a portion of the field data collection.

WM Cost/
Term Postions Needs/yr Duration Y ear
Planner 12 FY02-03 (2yrs)  $60,000

Thereis aheavy planning workload for the Klamath Falls Resource Area staff for the next two
years. The resource staff will be working on a FERC Relicensing effort, watershed assessments,
Four Mile ACEC, and Prescribe Fire Programmatic Environmenta Assessment, besides the
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Klamath River PlaVEIlS. The workload is more than the current resource area planner can
handle. The addition of new planner would alow the completion of the river plan and other
work, whichisrequired of the staff and to maintain the timelines for the other important projects.
The writer-editor currently working on the Lakeview Resource Management Plan would aso
provide support for the Klamath River Plan.

10. Attachments
$ Attachment 1- List of Scoping Issues
$ Attachment 2 - Public Paticipaion Plan

$ Attachment 3 - Draft Plan Outline with Timdine
$ Attachment 4 - Lig of ID Team and PAC Subcommittee Members
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Attachment 1 - Scoping | ssues
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UPPER KLAMATH RIVER MANAGEMENT PLAN
SCOPING ISSUES

The list of scoping issues below is based upon public and agency comments received during the
scoping period that closed on January 31, 2001. The issues identified in these comments have
been condensed and consolidated and are not dl-inclusive. The issue statements are paragphrased
as questions, often from numerous public comments and are not intended to be quotations. It is
recognized that there are numerous sub-issues associated with the main issues. Some of these
ub-issues, highlighted by bullets following the issue satement, may be helpful in developing
dternatives. Theissues and sub-issueswill be addressed in the Environmenta Impact Statement
(EIS) and Record of Decision.

All issues addressed in the EIS will be analyzed for potentiad positive and negative effects,
induding:

$ on-Ste and off-gte impacts (impacts occurring outsde the project area or on private lands
ingde the project area);

$ direct, indirect and cumulative impacts;

$ short and long-term positive and negetive impacts,

$ unavoidable adverse effects.

Finally, issues rdated to satifying federd, sate and locd requirements and standards (e.g.,
threatened and endangered species, water quality, air quaity) will automaticdly be anayzed
even if not specificaly listed as Sgnificant issues.

Thefallowing isaligt of issues from scoping. Some issue Satements include comments that are
essentidly quotes from public letters, while others are paraphrased to include smilar comments
from anumber of different |etters.

Issues marked with “<SI> * indicate that the issue and the underlying bullet Satements have
been recommended as Significant 1ssues by the interdisciplinary team. These significant issues
serve primarily as the basis for developing and comparing dternatives. While the EIS will focus
on these Sgnificant issues, dl issues identified through scoping will be considered in the
appropriate resource analyses.

WILD AND SCENIC RIVER SYSTEM AND AREA OF CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL
CONCERN VALUES

How will the designated Scenic River Outstandingly Remar kable Values be maintained or
enhanced? <S|>

How will the designated area of critical environmental concern values be maintained or
enhanced? <S|>
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SCENIC QUALITY

How will the visual quality to/from critical viewpoints within and outside of theriver
corridor be affected by management activities and use of theriver and roads? <S>

» Because of the unique features in the areg, it should remain asis.

» Preserve, enhance, restore where possible.

* Indude savere redrictions and limitations on al logging activities within view of the canyon
rim when viewed in dl directions from the highest points aong the canyon rim.

»  Scenic resources could be enhanced by remova of derelict wrecked autos off the upper end
of Topsy Road.

* Redorethe road leading to the “ SAt Caves Dam site’.

o Stabilization of river flowsto amore naturd regime would alow for establishment of
riparian vegetation in the unsghtly “intertidal zone’ that currently affronts vistors at al but
high flow periods.

» Foam and concentrated dgae in the river degrade the scenic quality.

* Redoration of the cand emergency spillway will improve scenic conditions.

RECREATION ACTIVITIES (Also see Roads and Access, and PacifiCorp issues)

What isthe appropriate carrying capacity for recreational useswithin theriver canyon?
<S>

* Recredtion use, besides whitewater rafting, needs to be monitored more closdly.

* Thereismore recregtiona use in the canyon than documented.

* Maintain current level of commercid rafting use.

* Plansneed to consder the needs of private boaters as well as commercid outfitters.

* Needto assign limitswith Triba, State and other agency inpuit.

»  There should be no redtrictions on whitewater rafting.

» A crowded put-in does't necessarily mean that there is a carrying capacity problem on the
river.

* River use should be reduced or diminated if there are not sufficient maintained toilet
fadlitiesfor vigtors.

What recreational usesare desired and how will they be impacted by management actions?

<SI>
*  Fishing, Hunting, Hiking and OHV use should be dlowed.
*  Minimd impact, non-consumptive recreation should be given priority over consumptive or
high impact OHV or commercid uses.
» Foam and concentrated algae in the river degrade the recreational experience.
» Somerecredtiond uses may not be compatible with this Wild and Scenic River system
SHting.

How can existing use, and potential increasesin use, be managed to protect the valuesin
theriver corridor? <S>
» Withincreasang recregtiona use of the river, nearby recreation Ste use may increase aswell.
* Recredtion use is booming, people want to experience the great outdoors whether itis
camping, fishing, rafting, or etc.
» Rafting of theriver must remain a drictly controlled activity.
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From State Line to Copco, rafters are sarting to take out at other areas on private land. This
should be stopped.

Put-in and take-out should only be dlowed at designated locations, and these can include
private lands if there is an agreement and the Ste is maintained.

Any conflicts between river-runners and other recreationistsis more likely to be competition
for camp dtes. Adequate opportunities for dispersed camping dong the river and within the
canyon should minimize that problem.

Day trips have lessimpact than overnight trips.

Camping is great and | would hate to see alimitation on two-day (overnight) raft trips.
Camping by non-natives should be restricted to BLM designated campsites (Protect Native
American Traditionad Use Aress).

Camping should be regtricted to designated sites to reduce impacts to cultural Sites.
Outfitter-guides (rafters) should be required to provide toilet facilities for their customers?
Litter from recrestiona use must be tightly monitored.

Need to implement a Pack-It-In/Pack-1t-Out policy for litter.

Need to emphasize the use of Leave No Trace techniques with both commercid outfitters and
the generd recreating public.

SpeC|f|caJIy, how will OHV use be managed? <SI>

No OHV use should be allowed off-roads.

OHYV (off-highway vehice) use should not be diminated.

OHV use should be gtrictly banned within the canyon area due to its destructive nature and
abuse to house pits and ceremonia aress.

No OHYV recregtion should be alowed in the canyon or maybe alow OHV recredtion if a
permit process to restrict use was established.

Useof ATV'sand OHV'’s, indeed dl vehicles, should be confined to maintained roads or
traillsto avoid damage to soil and vegetative resources and reduce harassment to wildlife and
recreationa users.

Continue to deny access to the Sdt Caves area.

What level of patrolsor BLM presenceisneeded to protect the resour ces and provide for

safety of users? <S>
More vigilant patrols in canyon during pesk usage period, May through September.
Have law enforcement phone numbers posted.
The river from J.C. Boyle Powerhouse to Copco Reservoir should be kept open to the public
for recregtion and tourism.
Law enforcement personne are to be alowed to patrol in al areas to protect the canyon and
its vaues, and consultation with triba patrols should be maintained for assstance in
protecting culturd Sites.
BLM needsto have a plan that encourages and facilitates enforcement, rather than aplan
which inherently eudes enforcement.
The plan should dtipulate that when funding is unavailable, vehicle access to these sengitive
or otherwise improperly regulated areas will have to be closed.
Possibly provide ajoint use law enforcement officer resdence.
BLM presence needs to be congstent with the objectives of the Semi- primitive Motorized
Recreationa Opportunity Spectrum designation in the canyon.

How will use of firearms be managed within theriver corridor? <SI>
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* Redtrict Firearm use.

» FHrearm usein the vicinity of other recreation uses in the canyon may not be compatible.

* Do not redtrict firearms.

* No firearm use during rafting season May through September.

* Morelaw enforcement is needed.

* Not opposed to lega hunting, but discharge of firearms seems to be random and
indiscriminate and surely ruins ones enjoyment of the area.

RECREATION FACILITIES

What arethetypes and numbersof existing or new recreational sites needed in the canyon?

<S>

* No further development should occur in the canyon.

* More restrooms and campgrounds are needed.

» A red bathroom is needed at the Freedom Site (Stateline) and Frain Ranch.

» At Fran Ranch, asmpler vault toilet could be less costly to build and repair.

»  Keep low maintenance (semi-primitive) facilities and don't substantialy upgrade facilities.

» A pakinglot a the old PPL housing Site needs to be devel oped with a path to the put-in.

» Don't expand recregtion facilities if you can't keep exidting facilities going.

» Dedgnated camping areas would preserve the area’ s ecosystem.

»  Development should focus on adding and improving campsites. | support aminimum 100-
foot non-development corridor (buffer), measured from the high-water line, for facility
development.

» Thefewer facilities the better. If any other facilities are needed, limit them to porta-potties
and concrete and stedl barbeque pits.

» Allow river usersto utilize Access #6 as atake-out and put-in option.

» Thereisaneed for toilet facilities at Frain Ranch, on one sde of theriver or both.

» Thereisroom for additiona campsites at the BLM Campground; those additiond Stesare
probably needed and appropriate.

* Toilet facilities should be maintained a the BLM CG and the Frain Ranch areain addition to
the BLM “put-in and take-out.”

» Tofacilitate recreationd use for vistors not in a*“boat”, new trailsto and dong theriver in
gppropriate locations would be assets to the area. Such trails would be most useful in the
canyon between the Frain Ranch area and the ate line where it is largely inaccessible except
viawater.

» A tral dong each Sde of the river between Copco and HWY 66 at the Klamath River
encouraging backpacking would be desirable.

* Provide new trallsfor fishing access, especidly in the “Bypass Reach”.

» Don't build new trails or roads.

* Can plansfor a Stateline boat ramp be implemented?

*  There may be aneed for group size campsites?

» Determine the proper management of dispersed primitive campstes.

* Any new trall building needs consultation with Tribes,

Isthereaneed for additional signsand inter pretive facilities in the canyon? (Also see
Culturd issues) <SI>

» Determine whét the appropriate level of regulatory signage isfor the canyon.

»  BLM should provide an interpretive sign at the beginning and end of Topsy Road and at
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popular Stes.
* Topsy Road and adjacent historic sites (stage stops) should be acknowledged with the
gopropriate Sgns and interpretation, including the Frain Ranch and schoal.

How will facilities (on public and private land) be maintained? <SI>

* Recreationd facilities need to be maintained.

* Therestroomsat Frain Ranch should not be locked.

»  Close campgrounds around old Frain Ranch (assumed thisisfor dispersed camp Sites).
* Explanwhy thetoilet at Frain Ranch is closed.

Qutfitters should pay to hep maintain facilities for their cusomers dong the river.

ROADSAND ACCESS

What isthe appropriate transportation system for theriver corridor including roads,
bridgesand trails? <SI>

»  Trangportation management must be directed to benefit the ecological, socid and economic
vauesin the areain away that integrates or balances dl vaues

» Condder hdicopter logging and other low impact options with minima road development to
perform projects to reduce fuel loading.

* Do not develop any more roads or make the existing roads better.

* No new roads are to be built.

* New, unobtrusive roads may be appropriate to access the river, campsites or other resources.

* Provison of anew bridge a the old “Burned Bridge’ ste would be an asset to the area that
would provide better seasonal accessto the Frain Ranch area and provide for aloop road
through the canyon facilitating the enjoyment of its scenic and hitoricd atributes.

»  Opportunitiesfor other bridge replacements (i.e., J.C. Boyle dam and Stateline) should be
considered.

» There are open and closed roads that may provide opportunities for non-motorized use.

» The Topsy Grade should be left open for those to hike, bike, or provide access by motor
vehides.

* Accessfor exising wildlife hunting opportunities should not be affected.

» Maintain access to cultura resource gathering areas for tribal gatherers. The Tribe(s) should
be contacted prior to closing roads to see if they have any concerns about road blockage.

Areroad closures necessary to protect resour ce values? <S|>

* Inappropriate and unnecessary roads should be closed and restored to naturd conditions.

» Using boulders and tank traps to close roads really does not work very well.

*  Work with user groups if plans are made to close roads.

* Incondgdering any road closures, please consider the impacts to PacifiCorp’ s ability to access
and maintain hydrodectric project facilities and tranamission linesthat arein place.

» Limited closure of roads that do not provide access for recreation should occur.

»  Support judicious road closures dong with an active program to restore old and abandoned
roads to their natural state.

What road system improvements or maintenance will be needed to accommodate existing,
or potential traffic increases, and to ensure safety? <SI>

* Improve the access road to Take-out #6.

*  Thetwo main access roads should be maintained in passable condition. Appropriate spur
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roads should be maintained smilarly where they are useful for accessng the river or
campsites.

Maybe dightly improve the roads to Frain Ranch and the raft launch Ste. Leave most of the
rest of the roads in their existing conditions with little to no maintenance.

Extensive road improvements and on-going maintenance is needed for Topsy Road and
North side river access road.

No paving of the exigting roads.

The Topsy Road should be improved to stop resource damage that is presently occurring.
Road maintenance agreements need to be developed for roads (e.g., Topsy) that have
multiple ownership or adminigration.

Topsy road, Stateline access road and North side river road need maintained.

At aminimum the Topsy road should be gated and closed in winter and during wet westher.
To stop excessive soil erasion and resource dameage, this should include possible road
closures during the hunting seeson.

With the improvement of existing roadsin the area, response time to afire Stuation could be
greatly enhanced.

Improve stream crossings in the Stateline and Frain Ranch areas?

How will accessto theriver’s edge be managed? <SI>

Access to the river should be maintained.

Fishing access should be maintained.

Fshing access should be expanded, especidly on private land.

Access should be limited to the exigting roads.

Adequate access and camping opportunities should be provided and maintained to support
enjoyment of these resources.

Determine which roads should be opened for access to the river shordline.

The road to Frain Ranch should be blocked at Robbers Rock.

CULTURAL RESOURCESPREHISTORIC SITES

Will archaeological resourcesin the area bedirectly or indirectly affected by existing, or

increased, access and use? <S|>
Conflicts are occurring where recregtion use is affecting culturd Stes.
There are hundreds of Native American culturd Stes, and afair number of historical Stes,
adong the Klamath River that should be protected.
There are over 115 Shasta Culturd stes within the sudy area. Many of the sites such as
those at Frain Ranch and the State Line Takeout, are being impacted to the point of
destruction.
The Klamath River Canyon is part of the Klamath Tribes aborigind territory and they are
concerned that Sites not be impacted.
Culturd Stesexist in Segment 1 that should be consdered in the plan.
Culturd dtes are affected by fluctuating river flows.
Road access to, and camping in areas with cultura sites accelerates damage to the Sites.

How will cultural sitesbe managed and protected? <S>

Sites should be managed cooperatively with interested Native American Tribes.
Thereis disagreement on how different Tribes want the Sites managed.
Thereis disagreement on which Tribes currently and higtoricaly used the Sites.
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The Klamath Tribes are only interested in protection and stabilization of Stesin place.
There may be direct conflict between the Shasta and Klamath Tribes over management of
cultural resourcesin the canyon.

The Klamath Tribes are not in favor of public tours of prehistoric cultura Stesin the canyon.
Suggest that the Shasta and Klamath meet on cultural management issues in the canyon.
Locations of sengtive Sites should be on a need-to-know basis.

A completeinventory of al sites on both public and private or corporate ownership land
must be done (including the east Side of the river between Frain Ranch and the put-in).
Heavily damaged sites may be strongly considered for detailed archeologica study and
excavation to recover what information that may yet remain to provide amore complete
higtorical picture of past use.

Culturd dte protection should be higher priority than recreation use. All prehistoric Sites
must be protected at dl costs regardiess of ownership.

It isvitd to protect and even improve culturd Sites.

Protect culturd stesat al cost — purchase land where Sites exist on private land.

The BLM should propose solutions to the private landowners and work with them to stop the
destruction of culturdl Stes.

Plant poison oak around the Rain Rock to help prevent vandaism.

Include culturd dte interpretation in the management plan.

Discuss the role that outfitters should or should not have in interpretation of, or “pointing
out” cultura and higtoric Stesto their dlients.

Signs should be used to educate and warn people about taking artifacts and destroying
culturd Stes. They need to describe the Antiquities Act and reference “ pendty of law” for
disturbance.

Place sgns on fences around sites to warn people of the need to protect the Sites.

Sites can be marked with warnings posted of the religious vaues to the native cultures with
notices of fines for desecration.

On-gte monitor(s) or manager(s) would be effective in protecting Sites.

Cover sites with cloth and soil and then plant vegetation or turn into a parking lot so thelr
presence is not obvious.

Do nat publish information on cultural Sites that may increase the likdihood of the generd
public finding the Stes.

Create an educational program to teach respect for the Sites; include lessons in grade schooal,
local history course at Klamath Community College.

Not sure education will foster respect unlessit is geared toward younger generations.

Have ameeting between the Shasta Nation and the off-road vehicle group would help
educate the guides so that they can pass on the correct information to their guests and aso
avoid sengtive locations,

Help protect sengitive Sites. Maybe acoursein local culture would be a good ideafor rafting
companies and other groups who use the area. Cultura resource information should be
shared through a brochure, supplemented by aweb page, to foster respect for the sites.
Tours would increase public appreciation and may lead to protection.

The Shasta Tribes should be amenable to sharing knowledge of some of ther Stesand
ceremonies to selected groups.

Collecting of artifacts by rafters and other members of the public must stop.

There are severd cultural Steswithin the river’s corridor from the Keno dam downstream to
the Put-In for the rafters. This stretch of the river corridor is not included in your scoping
plan (Segment 1 should be expanded).
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The boundary of River Segment 3 should be expanded to include rim to rim (like Segment 2)
for cultural resource issues.

The stes a Fishing Access #6 need to be tested to determine their Sgnificance. This area
may serve to relieve impacts on other upstream cultural Stes.

Culturd Stes are being impacted by flooding caused by spills from the dams.

NATIVE AMERICAN TRADITIONAL USES

How will traditional cultural uses of the upper Klamath River management area be

affected by the proposed activities? <SI>
Keep open to Native Americans.
Allowance of subsistence hunting and gathering by tribal membersisimperative.
We have long practiced our traditiona hunting, fishing and gethering activities utilizing the
methods of our ancestors and we fully intend on continuing this practice.
The canyon should be open to traditional uses but other uses should not be curtailed or
eiminated.
Native Americans can post the time when they hold their ceremonies and dert public usersto
the fact and either redirect use or limit it so that the ceremonies would not be disturbed.
Allow usesto continue religion, hurt, fish, gather/teach.
Aress of traditiond tribal use for culturd and ceremonid activities should be identified and
have limited or reduced access to non-tribal members.
Access to the prehigtoric hunting areas must be limited to foot travel only: no horses, bikes,
ATV’s, OHV's, €tc.
The Shasta Nation isinterested in a modest expansion of the traditiona subsistence used by
the triba membersto provide food and materias for traditiona cultural use.
Use of wildlife resources by tribd members shal be tightly controlled and strictly enforced.
Anti-poaching patrols will be added.
Expand traditiond triba cultura activities to educate and improve communication and
cooperation for joint management of the Klamath River system between the Shasta Nation
and BLM.
The boundary of river Segment 2 should be expanded to include the lithisol meadowsin
Section 1 on USGS map. These were traditiona root gathering aress.
Basketry materids in riparian areas dong the river, are affected by upstream management.
Flood releases are o impacting other resources such as riparian areas containing basketry
meaterias.
Fish harvest is adversely affected by water flows.
The cultura section needs to be broadened to include all traditiond lifeways. For example,
fish are centra to ceremonies, S0 if the fish are affected, tribal ceremonies are affected.

HISTORIC SITES

How will historic sites/structur es be managed? <SI>

The higoric sites in the canyon were important to the settlement of Klamath County and
should be interpreted.

Maintain and keep up historic Sites.

| would like to see some of the old cabins and the sites like the schoolhouse at Frain Ranch
and the Way Ranch at least stabilized. Y ou would not suffer from alack of manpower if you
asked various organizations for help in doing these tasks.
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Historic landmarks should be kept open to the public as a source of heritage and beauty.

It is probably not necessary, nor practica, to restore or maintain the remains of structures but
to try to avoid vandaism of these resources.

Bullet-proof interpretive sgns should be provided at historic Sites.

If we can’t have sSgnsin the canyon because of vandals, then use brochures, self-guided tours
or guided tours for groups when requested.

How can sites be protected from vandalism? <SI>

More law enforcement is needed.

More presence by people — not necessarily law enforcement -- is needed.

Sites should be protected but not at the expense of those who enjoy other sites along the
Topsy Grade.

Sites can be marked with warnings posted of the historic vaues with notices of fines for
desecration.

Higtoric Stes previoudy located by the Klamath County Historic Landmark Commission
should be relocated and mapped.

WATERSHED VALUES

What will bethe effect of proposed activities on water quality? <SI>

Induced resdential, commercia and indudirid growth can adversaly affect water qudlity.
Basdline water qudity and trends should be studied in the planning process.
Use volunteer groups to do stewardship projects.

Can water quality (natural condition) be improved? <S>

The entire Klamath River has been listed as “water qudity limited”.

Water requirements and habitat protection to meet water quaity standards and protect
beneficid uses must be a priority.

Water quality needsimproved mogt of dl.

Poor water quality led to amgjor outbreak of Columnaris that resulted in hundreds of
thousands of fish and aguatic organisms dying in the river.

Foam isaso at nuisance levels and it impairs the visitor’ swater contact experience, whether
as a boater, fisher, or svimmer.

Restoration or reconstruction of PacifiCorp’s cand emergency spillway could reduce
excessve eroson and sedimentation.

Hoods bring sedimentation from logging practices. Big sediment loads clog the mouths of
downstream creeks where fish try to retreat during bad river water conditions.

Will the proposed action conform to management direction for Riparian Reservesand

Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives? <S>
Consder the feasibility of adding large woody debristo the riparian and shoreline areato
improve channd gability and function.
Reestablishment of a hedthy and diverse riparian community isimportant to meet Aquatic
Conservation Strategy objectives.
Improve riparian habitat by streamside willow planting and bank stability improvement
projects.
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What aretheimpacts of proposed management actionson water quantity and river flows?

<S>

*  Themanagement plan must address the issue of water flows necessary to meset not only
WSRA objectives, but aso those of the Endangered Species Act.

*  The plan must address what water is needed to fulfill the purpose of outstanding and
remarkable vaue protection.

»  Higher and more uniform flows will better achieve the outstanding and remarkable
characterigtics of the river both for the fish as wel asimproving the whiteweter rafting
experience with the Wild Scenic River designation.

* Pursueriver flowsthat optimize river rafting opportunities.

WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

How will wildlife, including threatened and endanger ed species, sensitive species, other
species of concern, and the habitats of these species be affected by proposed
management activitiesand recreation use? <SI>

* Protect T, E, and S speciesincluding bald eagles, peregrine falcons, shortnose and Lost River

suckers, redband trout, Townsends big-eared bat, and other State or Federaly listed species
and their habitat.

» Theimpact of any developmentd project and consumptive recreationa use should be

assessed as to itsimpacts on bird migration in the canyon.

»  Studies should aso be conducted to assess other species-pecific connectivity functions and

needs.

*  Ashumans move in, wildlife moves out, so don't let any more humans movein.

» Poaching occursin the canyon.

How does existing management of the area affect fish, and how will thetrout fishery be

managed? (See dso PacifiCorp issues). <SI>

* Theexcdlent trout fishery should be maintained.

» Things should not be restored to conditions prior to 1850 just to benefit the fisheries.

» Although fisheries are aresource, S0 is power and recreation. One should not take precedence
over the other. The fish have survived many years of the powerhouse releases and will
continue to survive,

» If theflows are less haphazard and more planned the recrestional users of the water can co-
exis with the fisheries.

* A more gable, naturd flow regime would provide for increased, but managesble, angler use
and provide for improved conditions for the trout population.

*  Wherever and whenever fish ladders/screens can be employed to project fish species, they
should be implemented.

»  With more sable, seasond flows, the stream’ s productivity would improve and | would
expect the redband trout population to increase in both fish number and average size.

» lrregular ramping creates fish “ stranding ponds’ which has a negative effect on the brood
stock.

» FHshgze- It gppearsthat native trout do not grow to Smilar sizes asthey do in comparable
Sze and type streams especidly at sites downstream of the J.C. Boyle Powerhouse). There
arelarger fish in the Bypass reach (River Segment 1).

» Although the planning areais within the historical range of coho and steelhead, these fish
were not in the area a the time of Scenic River designation.
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*  Wha arethe affects of hatchery fish on wild stock?

» The Pacific Lamprey should be able to survive above the dams.

»  Suggest that the BLM do a study on possible genetic relations between the Red Band and
Stedlhead, as well asthe Pacific and Brook Lamprey.

» Thisdgretch of theriver may once again provide habitat for anadromous fisheries, adequate
fish passage may be needed.

How will wildlife habitat management affect other resource values? <S>
» Limit wildlife enhancement projects so they don’t restrict other uses.

FIRE AND FUELS

What isthe current fire suppression strategy? <S>
»  Wildfire needs to be quickly controlled to prevent loss of the scenic value of the canyon.

What type and level of fuel treatments are necessary to protect resour ce values? <S|>

»  Useprescribed fire and low impact logging to reduce fud loads.

» Sdective, careful, and thoughtful use of fire is a podtive way to restore the former riparian
seral stageto that of the pre-contact period.

» Thereisaneed for fue reduction treatmentsin the river canyon area.

» The CDF (Cdlifornia Department of Forestry) would be awilling partner in fuels trestment
proposals with BLM and USFS.

» Control thefue load through sdlective logging, controlled burns and control of dash on both
public and private lands.

*  Management should alow for activities that will reduce therisk of fire to anatura range of
vaiaaility.

» Fudstrestment should incorporate dl landownersin the canyon, with both public and private
parties in agreement and collaborating.

VEGETATION AND BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

How will vegetation be managed in the short and long-terms, including removal or control

of exotic or noxious weed species? (See also watershed - riparian issues). <SI>

»  Emphasis should be placed on maintaining the canyon’s black and white oak woodland
habitats which occur here a the eastern extent range.

» “Redoraion” projects should be geared to restoring and maintaining these habitats, but
without logging larger diameter juniper and conifers that have survived in the canyon for
over acentury.

» Thereareinvasive weeds (like ar thistle) that are exigting within the river corridors thet
compete with native vegetation and habitat for animas and plants.

* Removedl noxious weeds.

»  Non-native noxious weeds are to be diminated by intensive management practices, native
NoXious species may require control measures as well.

* No chemicals should be used to control noxious weeds.

» If foreign insects are used to control noxious weeds, then ensure that studies have been done
to understand what effects those releases will have on the environment and that the insects
will not get out of control.

* Whilethereis no discussion of the possihility for pesticide or other herbicide use, Oregon

October 2001 - Page 31



Upper Klamath River M anagement Plan/E| S - Preparation Plan

Natural Resources Council and the Klamath Forest Alliance would be highly critical of any
such future plans.

* BLM needsto firg evauate before recommending any particular controls, how cattle and
other ground disturbing activities can be diminated to minimize the chance of further
noxious weed species reestablishment or spread.

» Frewood cutting should be dlowed in the canyon.

What arethe effectson rare or special habitats, such as springs, seeps, wallows, meadows,
talus, and old-growmth?
» Guiddines need to be developed to protect this unique geological area.

How will the Unmapped L SR (District Designated Reserve) in the Topsy ar ea be affected
by proposed management activities within the canyon?

BLM needsto assesstheimpact of any planned development activities or ongoing human
disturbances on the key connectivity functions of the Siskiyou Crest, Klamath River
Canyon and Southern Cascades L andscape Corridors.

AIR QUALITY

What effectswill proposed management, including fud treatment, have on air quality?
<S>

*  From prescribed fires, smoke will degrade air quality. Smoke contains multiple chemica
compounds and particulate matter. Describe the impacts of the planned prescribe fireson air
qudity and vighility.

»  Wildland and prescribed fires need to be conducted consstent with the Federal Clean Air
Act.

* A smoke management program must be presented.

* Class| arsheds and Wild and Scenic Rivers should be considered sensitive areas (receptors)
that you need to identify and avoid when evduating environment impacts.

* Air qudity monitoring must be completed.

LAND TENURE/OWNERSHIP

Will land tenure (owner ship) be altered in the area? <S>

» There are opportunities to develop new/different recreationd Stesif private lands are
acquired in the canyon.

» Acquire additiond private lands within the river corridor in exchange for BLM lands
elsewhere.

» TheBLM or Forest Service need to purchase the Frain Ranch private land section.
PecifiCorp potentidly has lands that they are interested in disposing.

» PacifiCorp may want to acquire public land where they are permitted to operate existing
fadlities

* Acquireland through purchase/condemnation to distribute recreation use.

» Acquireland to prevent housing near Canyon rim.

* Acquireold Beswick hotd ste and hot spring for future recreetion devel opment.

* Proposeto adjust the power withdrawa at the old housing site below powerhouse so the Site
can be used for public recreation.
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»  Given the uncertain future of private lands within the canyon, particularly in the Frain Ranch
area, it would be prudent and appropriate to try to get those lands into public ownership to
maintain future public use.

How will Klamath County and Siskiyou County “No Net gain” policies affect potential land
tenur e adjustments?
* Acquigtion of private land in Cdiforniaby BLM is of concern to Siskiyou County.
* Theremay beinterest by certain Tribesin acquiring land in the Cdifornia portion of the river
corridor.

SOCIO-ECONOMICS

What aretheimpacts, including induced effects, upon the local and regional economies,
from potential changesin Land Tenure/Ownership? <SI>

How will the economic viability and operations of existing per mitted outfitters and guides
be affected with proposed management? <SI>
»  The Upper Klamath provides rafting and kayaking. Many commercid ouitfitters rely on this
resource for liveihood. This simulates commercein an areawith little ese to live on.
» Rdeasesfrom J.C. Boyle Powerhouse make possible boating recreational opportunities for
thousands of people each season.

What will be the socioeconomic impacts from management activities to surrounding

landowners, private companies and the local community? <S|>

»  Socioeconomic andysis should also consider power production, private timber land, grazing,
etc.

» Evduate the impact of the whitewater business on the hedlth of the regional economies
within Oregon and Cdifornia?

* The deeterious water qudity effects have caused an economic impact to downstream
resdents and vidtors in the Klamath Basin. Y our plan and EIS must discuss the economics
of impairment and, conversaly, the economics of restoration and meeting CWA objectives.

e Your plan should include an economic section that determines the economic benefits that
would come if water quaity were improved to meet Clean Water Act required standards.

* Improved trout population and riparian condition would support much more angler use thet
would contribute to the local economies.

» Rafting has few benefitsto the locd (Klamath Falls) economy.

What will be the effects on Indian tribes, and minority and low-income populations?

» ldentify triba assets (i.e., procured rights and the fiduciary responsbility that the federa
government hasfor tribes). <S>

» Discuss environmentd justice issues, proposals that disproportionately affect minorities and
those who are economicaly disadvantage. (Executive Order 12898 (Federal Actionsto
Address Environmental Justice In Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations)
issued on February 11, 1994.)

PACIFICORP SPOWER GENERATING FACILITIES

How does existing or future operation of power generation facilities affect recreation
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management of the area? (Also see recreation activities issues). <SI>
Releases from J.C. Boyle Powerhouse should be consistent and predictable for increased
enjoyment of the natura resources that flourish in the river canyon.
To what extent will the plan address water releases from the J.C. Boyle powerhouse to meet
recreation demand?
Minimum flows (1500cfs or >) need to be maintained to sustain the 20 year old rafting
indudtry.
Dally and timely rdeases are crucid for rafting, such as 10am releases Friday through
Monday, and 11am releases Tuesday through Thursday.
Disruptive pesking flows largdly redtrict trout habitat.
Flow ramping affects fish habitat.
Determine the optimum leve of water rdleases for fishing.
Determine the optimum level of water rleases for rafting.

How does PacifiCorp’s operation of power generating facilities affect theriver ecosystem?

<S>
PecifiCorp’ s operation negatively affects water quality and quantity?
Erosion of river banks from the raisng and lowering of the river (from the power plant
operation is a concern.
Dumping of water from the emergency spillway & the J.C. Boyl€ s cand tunnd entranceis
causing excessive erosion and sedimentation.

What are PacifiCorp’s plansfor maintaining, upgrading, or expanding ther facilities

within the plan area? <S>
No new power lines or other obtrusive developments should be alowed within the river
management corridor.
Describe the level of maintenance of roads, recreation Sites, power lines and bridges that
PacifiCorp proposes.
PacifiCorp stated that they are not planning to expand power generation to Keno dam.
It isrumored that PacifiCorp is planning to add another generating unit to J.C. Boyle dam,
and retrofitting Keno dam and other dams.

How will this plan affect PacifiCorp’s Operationsin the planning area? <S>

The plan should not affect PacifiCorp’s ability to operate and maintain exising transmisson
right-of-ways.

The plan should recognize right- of-ways as utility corridorsin accordance with Section 503
of the Federal Land Management and Policy Act.

It isnot clear to ODEQ how and if the new KRMP and EIS may direct or motivate
PecifiCorp to modify management and/or operation of it's hydrodectric facilities or lands
such that water quaity may be affected.

How will this plan affect the FERC relicensing process for PacifiCorp’sfacilities? <SI>

PRIVATE LAND

What arethe effects on private land within the canyon from management of BLM land?

(See d o recreational, cultura resource and PecifiCorp Issues). <SI>
Risks to PacifiCorp due to injury, harm or damages to persons or property are greetly
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increased when the public is encouraged to recreste on our property.
» PacifiCorp hasincurred substantial costs as aresult of damages caused by the public’s use of
PacifiCorp property, it's recreation Sites and trespass dong theriver.

What role doesthe State of Oregon have in management of private landswithin the River
canyon? <S|>

How can the Federal government ensur e adequate recreational accessto theriver if it
doesn’'t own theland? <S|>

How can the Federal government allow recreational use (for example boater take-out at
Frain ranch) if it doesn’t own theland? <S>
»  What isthelidbility to the government or the private landowner if use originating on public
land is alowed to continue on private land.

What arethe effects on private property ownerswithin the canyon? <SI>

» Discussthe effects of proposed management direction on private property rights.

*  Will management restrict private landowners ability to develop their private land?

» Describe why and how private lands would be acquired within the planning area boundaries.

What are PacifiCorp’s plansfor managing land not associated with power generation

within the planning area? <SI>

» PacifiCorp is concerned that the recreation planning for the area take into account the
potentia recrestion development resources and values associated with PacifiCorp property
and not limit the potentia for development or sde.

» Water rights add considerable vaue to private property in the river corridor and should be
recognized and protected.

» Impacts of plan objectives or recommended actions to the value of PacifiCorp’s land
holdings or the Company’ s continued ability to manage these lands, including financid
implications, need to be addressed in the proposed management plan.

* What are the options to “trade-off” management of different landsin the canyon, for
example, PacifiCorp owns Frain Ranch, but BLM spends more time there?

GRAZING

What effect does grazing have on management of theriver corridor? <S>

» Grazing must be redtrictive and tightly controlled.

* Anayze how many AUMs are dlowed on both public and private land and what impact that
has on other resources?

» Grazing and potentia control of invasive weeds is contributing to non-attainment of weater
qudity standards.

» The Klamath Forest Alliance and Oregon Natura Resources Council do not believe grazing
on BLM lands which are the subject of this plan are compatible with maintenance of the
Klamath River's outstanding and remarkable values.

» Livestock grazing has no place in maintaining the natura environmenta conditions that
support the native species.

» The Pokegamawild horse herd needs to be consdered in your planning.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

What arethe cumulative effectsthat could occur with implementing the proposed
management plan? (Also see other resource related issues). <S>

» Adverse effects that may result downstream as aresult of implementing this management
plan need to be anadyzed.

»  Cumulative effects need to be consdered; including issuing permits for federa land use, that
results in negative impacts occurring on private land.

*  Fudsmanagement can have negative cumulative effects on ar qudity.

* Cumulative effects to culturd resources result from recreationa use in the canyon.

*  OHV use can cause impacts to many other resources and these cumulative effects need to be
addressed.

» Discussany effectsto land above J.C. Boyle dam.

OTHER ISSUES

What isthe processfor deter mining management of the River corridor? <S>

* Involve public and private organizations in development of the plan.

» Itispossblethat beneficid actions for one ORV (Outstandingly Remarkable Vaue) could
be in conflict with another.

» Expand the scope of your anadlysis to be assure that activities proposed are consistent with
both the requirement of Section 10 and 12 of the federd Wild Scenic Rivers Act.

» The planning area boundary needs to be expanded to include rim-to-rim management
throughout the length of the planning area

* Includetheriver between the Keno dam and the J.C. Boyle dam (the Shasta Nation requests
theinclusion of this short but pristine section for protection of resources).

» Claify the role the State of Oregon hasin management of public and private lands within the
River canyon?

What “baseline’ condition will be considered for the analysis?
» Basdine should assume hydroelectric power generation since 1958 and ranching activities
since the late 1800s.

TheKlamath River Plan Process needs strong representation on the subcommittee of the
Klamath PAC from the outfitter, recreation and visitor bureau communities.

How doesthis processrelate to other planning activitiesin the basin? <SI>

»  Describe the potentia implications of the proposed action on the Bureau of Reclamation
(BOR) Klamath River Anadromous Fish Restoration and Operation Plan (an attempt to
address flow, water qudity, and Endangered Species Act issues); FERC rdicensing; and totd
Maximum Dally Load (TMDL) development.

o State how dl four actions (i.e., BLM/River Management, FERC relicensng, BOR
Operations, EPA/State TMDL.s) would or could interact to maximize the environmenta
benefits for the River while addressing the purpose and need of the Federal action.

* Asapartner in the Klamath TMDL process, BLM will be expected to develop and
implement a Water Qudity Management Plan for lands under it's jurisdiction including those
lands being considered under the KRMP and EIS.

» Describe the effects of increasing Upper Klamath Lake storage capecity.
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BLM should identify problemsin the upper Klamath basin that adver sely affect
downstream (Lower Klamath River) Wild and Scenic River values.

What management is proposed for Salt Caves? <S|>

« If revived, the SAlt Caves Project will affect river management.
*  Describe how the Cave management plan relates to this proposed river plan.
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Attachment 2

Public Participation Plan
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Preparation Plan - Attachment 2 Rev. October, 2001

Upper Klamath River Management Plan
Environmental | mpact Statement
Public Participation and Consultation Activities

This plan isintended to provide opportunities for the public to meaningfully participate in and
comment on the proposed Upper Klamath River Management Plan (CFR 43, Chapter 11, 1610.2)
and associated environmenta impact statement. Meetings will be held to share information on

the proposed action throughout each mgjor step of the andysis process. In addition information
may be provided on a public access web Site and through occasiona public mailings. This
document is intended to address public involvement during theinitial scoping phase which

includes identification of planning issues, dternatives and work scopes for analyss of

dternatives to be documented in a draft environmenta impact satement. . This plan would

adhere to the CEQ 40 CFR, BLM Manua 1614, and Wild and Scenic River manua requirements
for public participation and outreach

Consultation M eetings

Klamath Tribes Executive Committee, Chiloguin, OR (Numerous meetings)
Shasta Nation, Quartz Valey, CA (Numerous meetings)

Shasta Nation, Yreka, CA*

Shasta Nation, MacDoel, CA*

Fish and Wildlife Service Consaultation, Klamath Falls, OR (Numerous meetings)
Hupa, Karuk, and Y urok Tribes

Public M eetings/Open Houses
Open House, Klamath Falls, OR
Open House, Yreka, CA

Coordination M egtings

Klamath Provisional Advisory Committee (PAC)
Upper Klamath Basin subcommittee of the PAC (Numerous mesetings)
Interagency Review Group (Numerous meetings)
PacifiCorp

Redding Resource Area

Medford Didtrict

Lakeview Didrict

Oregon State Office, BLM

Cdifornia State Office, BLM

Klamath Nationa Forest

| nfor mational M eetings

Recrestion Working Group

Service Clubs, Klamath Fals, Klamath Fals, OR (Potentid)
Klamath River Outfitters Assn., Klamath Fdls, OR (Potentid)
Klamath Four Runners, Klamath Falls, OR (Potentid)
SerraClub - Klamath Chapter, Klamath Fals, OR (Potentia)
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Audubon Society - Klamath Chapter, Klamath Fals, OR (Potentiad)

Federal Register Notices and M edia Contacts
Notice of Intent
Notice of Availability for DEIS and public meeting dates
Notice of Availability for FEIS and public meeting detes

M edia Contacts

Yreka Siskyou Daily News (Newspaper)
Klamath Falls Herald and News (Newspaper)
Redding Searchlight (Newspaper)
Eureka, Cdifornia (Newspaper)

Eureka Tdlevison Sations

Klamath Fals Tdevison Saions
Medford Televison Stations

Redding Tdevison Stations

Yreka Tdevison Sations

Klamath Fals Radio Stations

Medford Radio Stations

Y reka Radio Stations

Eureka Radio Stations

Other Sour ces of | nformation
Lakeview District, KFRA Web Site

* These groups are not part of a Federally Recognized Tribe, but have requested to be involved with the process so they will receive similar
information as the existing recognized tribes.

October 2001 - Page 40



Upper Klamath River M anagement Plan/El S - Preparation Plan

Attachment 3

Draft River Management Plan Outline
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Klamath River Management Plan

Chapter 1 - Introduction

EIS Outline
10/16/01

Background Information and Description of the Planning Area

Purpose and Need for the Plan
The Planning Process
Public Involvement

Compliance with Exigting Management Plans

ACEC

Nationa Wild and Scenic River Segment
Oregon Scenic Waterway Segment
Description of Why Outstandingly Remarkable and ACEC Vaues Were Desgnated

Recreation

Wildife

Fish

Pre-Higtoric

Higtoric

Scenic Qudity

Native American Traditiond Use

Chapter 2 - Affected Environment
Generd Setting

Physiography

Geology

Minerds
Soils

Land Ownership

Exising Rights

Regiona/Loca Access
Socioeconomics
Air Qudity
Water Resources

Beneficid Uses

Energy Generation

Water Rights

Stream flows

Water Quality
Vegetation/Pant Communities

Survey and Manage Species

Range Resources
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Grazing Allotments
Range Condition
Pokegama Wild Horse Herd
Forest Management
Noxious Weeds
Fire Management
Aquatic and Terrestrid Habitat
Terrestrid Species
Birds
Mammds
Herptiles
Aquatic Species
Aquatic Habitat
Redband Trout of the Klamath River
Lost River and Shortnose Suckers
Other Species
Management of Fishery Resources
Recreation
Scenery
Whitewater Boating
FHshing
Hunting
Camping
Recregtion Sites/Facilities
Culturd Resources/Traditional Uses
Prehigtoric
Higoric
Native American Traditional Uses

Chapter 3—Desired Future Conditions, Issuesand Alternatives
Desired Future Conditions of the River Corridors
Issues
Wild and Scenic River and ACEC vaues
Scenic Qudity
Recreationa Use/Activities (Including Recregtiond Carrying Capecity)
Recreation Facility Development
Roads/Access
Culturd Resources/Traditiond Uses/Higtoric Sites
Water Resources/Watershed Values
Wildlife and Fisheries
Fire and Fuds Management
Vegetation and Biologicd Diversty
Air Qudlity
Land Ownership/Land Tenure/Private Lands
Socioeconomics
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Energy Generation Fecilities
Private Land
Grazing
Cumulative Impacts
Other Issues
Alternatives
Alternative 1 — Existing Management (No Action Alternative)
Alternative 2 — Enhancement/Improvement of Vaues (Resources and Opportunities)
Alterndtive 3 — Natura Resource Enhancement/Restoration/Preservation
Alternative 4 — Expand Human Use Opportunities

Chapter 4 - Oregon State Scenic Waterways Administrative Rules
Oregon Scenic Waterways Program
Program Godls
Scenic Waterways Classfication
Proposed Land Management Rules
Management Recommendations for the Upper Klamath River Scenic Waterway

Chapter 5 - Environmental Consequences

Chapter 6 - Implementation

Strategies, Roles, and Interagency Responsibilities
Land Acquistions/exchanges
Adminigration/management of river corridor
Cogt Estimates

Monitoring and Evauation
Data Collection
Evauation Strategy

Chapter 7- Consultation and Coordination
BLM Management
BLM Review and Consultation
Support Services
Agencies and Organizations Contacted or Consulted
Business, organizations, and agencies to whom copies of the DEIS were sent
Individuas, businesses, organizations, and agencies who submitted comments on the DEIS

Appendices
Sat Caves Management Plan
SpeciesLig for Birds, Mammals, and Herptiles
SpeciesLig for Fish
SpeciesLigt for Plants
Recregtion Survey Results
Scenic Qudity Andysis Results
Air Qudity Management Plan
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Attachment 4

Upper Klamath River Interdisplinary Team Members
And
The Upper Klamath Basin Subcommittee of the
Klamath Provincial Advisory Committee Members
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Klamath River Corelnterdisplinary Team Members

Larry Frazier
Don Hoffheins
Maple Taylor
Gayle Sitter
Scott Snedaker
Scott Senter
Grant Weidenbach
Michdle Durant
John Olthoff
Mike Limb

Bill Lindsey

Bill Johnson
Mike Turaski
Jan Houck

Team Leader

Planner

Writer- Editor

Wildife Biologist

Fisheries Biologist

Outdoor Recreation Planner
Klamath River Ranger
Archeologist

Law Enforcement Officer
GIS Specidist

Range Consarvationist
Forester

Hydrologist

Oregon Parks and Recregtion Dept., Recreation Planner

The Upper Klamath Basin Subcommittee of the
Klamath Provincial Advisory Committee

Teri Raml
Steve West
Joan Smith
Jm DePree

Bill Hunt

Steve Lewis

Bob Davis
AliceKilham
Louis Randdl
Marilyn Livinggton
Pat McMillian

Ed Kupillas

BLM, Klamath Falls Resource Area, Fidd Manager
Klamath County Commissioner

Siskiyou County Commissioner

Natura Resource Assistant for the Siskiyou County
Commissioners (dternate for Joan Smith)

Oregon Department of Forestry

US Fish and Wildlife Service

Bureau of Reclamation

Representing Other Interests

Representing Other Interests

Representing other interests (dternate for Louis Randdl)
Representing Recreation/Tourism Interests
Representing Forest Products Industry
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